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DETAILED ACTION 



Response to Amendment 



1. 



This action is in response to the communication filed on 4/20/06. 



2. 



Claims 1-19 are pending in this action. 



Drawings 



The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .83(a). The drawings must show 
every feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the "radio waves" must 
be shown or the feature(s) canceled from the claim(s). To further explain the feature, a 
reference can be mode to (Figs. 2 and 3), wherein the connection/medium between the 
claimed contact-less IC and the external equipment (see figs. 2 and 3, element 2) is 
provided not as radio waves , as claimed. For example, "put mobile terminal over 
Reader/Writer" implies an Infrared connection/scanning. No new matter should be 



Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in 
reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended 
replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate 
prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure 
number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure 
is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, 



entered. 
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and where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate 
changes made to the brief description of the several views of the drawings for 
consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering 
of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an 
application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New 
Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, 
the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next 
Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-4, 7-10, 13-16 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Seita (US 6,973,327 B2) in view of Parupudi et al. (Parupudi) (US 

2002/0119788 A1). 

As per claim 1: Seita discloses a mobile terminal apparatus (fig. 6), comprising: 

a contact-less IC (integrated circuit) device (see fig. 6, element 12) for use in 
communicating with the external equipment by radio waves (see fig. 6, element 14; col. 
4, line 50-col. 5, line 50). But, Seita does not explicitly teach about accumulating 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/671 ,481 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2617 

authentication information from a higher-level apparatus and control means for enabling 
or disabling specific functions according to information received from the external 
equipment through the contact-less device, as argued by applicant. However, in a 
related field of endeavor, Parupudi teaches about a context aware cellular phone or 
computing device wherein a context service module (in the form of software and/or 
hardware) (see fig. 6, block 602; paragraphs 0045, 0093-0095) collects context (location 
and class type) information, based on received digital signature/authentication 
information (see paragraphs 0142-0143) and is provided in the computing device or the 
cellular phone for managing the behavior of the cellular phone or the computing device 
by turning off/on the device or phone based on information received from external 
device (see abstract; paragraphs 0007, 0157-0159, 0162-0163). Note: Seita's contact- 
less IC is a hardware module. Parupudi suggests that the context service module can 
be a hardware or/and software and could utilize a beacon transmitter (see paragraph 
0144). Hence, the references are mutually modifiable. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious for ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the 
teaching of Seita with that of Parupudi for the advantage of enabling cell phones to 
automatically adjust their behavior based on their current location (see paragraph 
0007). 

As per claim 2: Seita teaches a mobile terminal apparatus wherein: 

the external equipment is a reader/writer capable of reading and writing 
information from and to the contact-less IC device (see fig. 6, elements 12 and 14; col. 
5, lines 4-13). 
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As per claim 3: the features of claim 3 are similar to the features of claim 1 . When the 
references are combined the cell phone of the prior art (Seita) can have specified 
functions enabled/disabled and its behavior (operation mode) will be based on 
information received externally. 

As per claim 4: Parupudi teaches about a terminal apparatus, wherein the specified 
functions include at least a power supply function, a sound volume function, a vibration 
function, and an offline function (see paragraphs 0007, 0163, 0166). At least one 
function has been satisfied as required. 

As per claim 7: the features of claim 7 are similar to the features of claim 1 , except 
transmitting the information to the contact-less device after checking the authentication 
information received from the contact-less IC device, which is taught by Parupudi 
(paragraph 0169). Parupudi's reference asserts that the cell phone is provided with 
information to effect operation settings when the cell phone enters/registers (i. e., 
registers to a service provider in a given location). Although not explicitly mentioned, it is 
obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art that registering for a service obviously requires 
that the cell phone be authenticated. Hence, claim 7 is rejected on the same ground and 
motivation as claim 1 . 

As per claim 8: the feature of claim 8 is similar to the feature of claim 2. Hence, claim 8 
is rejected on the same ground as claim 2. 

As per claim 9: the feature of claim 9 is similar to the feature of claim 3. Hence, claim 9 
is rejected on the same ground and motivation as claim 3. 
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As per claim 10: the feature of claim 10 is similar to the feature of claim 4. Hence, 

claim 10 is rejected on the same ground and motivation as claim 4. 

As per claim 13: the features of claim 13 are similar to the features of claims 1 and 7, 

except claim 13 is a method claim the steps of which are to be followed by the 

apparatus of claims 1 and 7 so as to perform the desired function. Hence, claim 13 is 

rejected on the same ground and motivation as claims 1 and 7. 

As per claim 14: the feature of claim 14 is similar to the feature of claim 2. Hence, 

claim 14 is rejected on the same ground as claim 2. 

As per claim 15: the feature of claim 15 is similar to the feature of claim 3. Hence, 
claim 15 is rejected on the same ground as claim 3. 

As per claim 16: the feature of claim 16 is similar to the feature of claim 4. Hence, 
claim 16 is rejected on the same ground and motivation as claim 4. 
As per claim 19: the claim is directed to a computer readable medium to enable the 
apparatuses of claims 1 and 7 to perform their intended functions. However, since the 
intended functions are shown to have been performed, the computer readable medium 
must be an obvious feature in the combined references of the prior art that have shown 
that the intended functions of claims 1 and 7 have been performed. Therefore, claim 19 
is rejected on the same g round and motivation as claims 1 and 7. 
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Claims 5, 1 1 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Seia in view of Donner (US 7,031 ,945 B1 ).. 

As per claim 5: but, Seita does not explicitly teach about a higher-level apparatus, 
which is a ticket issue server for issuing ticket information for use in authenticating an 
admission into an institution , as claimed by applicant. However, in a related field of 
endeavor, Donner teaches about an event admittance means (session ticket issuing 
server), which is a higher level apparatus, (see fig. 21), for issuing ticket information for 
use in authenticating an admission into an institution (see col. 45, lines 4-32; col. 48, 
lines 4-55). Donner's ticket issuing and admittance means/system includes wireless 
communication (see col. 10, lines 23-42; col. 1 1 , lines 3-35). Therefore, it would have 
been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
further modify the above references with the teaching of Donner for the advantage of 
facilitating the sale and/or transfer of tickets, goods and services (see col. 1 , lines 32- 
38). 

As per claim 1 1 : the feature of claim 1 1 is similar to the feature of claim 5. Hence, 
claim 1 1 is rejected on the same ground as claim 5. 

As per claim 17: the feature of claim 17 is similar to the feature of claim 5. Hence, 
claim 17 is rejected on the same ground and motivation as claim 5. 
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Claims 6, 12 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over references applied to claims 1 , 7 and 13 above, and further in view of Slettengren 
et al. (Slettengren) (US 2002/0028674 A1). 

As per claim 6: although the combined references shown above, particularly that of 
Parupudi, shows the use of verifiable digital signature (see paragraphs 0045, 0143), the 
combination does not explicitly teach about a higher-level apparatus, which is a 
certificate authority for issuing an electronic certificate, as claimed by applicant. 
However, in a related field of endeavor, Slettengren teaches about a terminal apparatus 
wherein, the high-level apparatus is a certificate authority for issuing an electronic 
certificate (see paragraph 0054; claim 31 ). Therefore, it would have been obvious for 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to further modify the 
above references with the teaching of Slettengren for the advantage of including a 
certificate in the digital signature, wherein the certificate is issued by a certificate 
authority (see paragraph 0054). 

As per claim 12: the feature of claim 12 is similar to the feature of claim 6. Hence, 
claim 18 is rejected on the same ground as claim 6. 

As per claim 18: the feature of claim 18 is similar to the feature of claim 6. Hence, 
claim 18 is rejected on the same ground and motivation as claim 6. 
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Response to Arguments 



Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-19 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Meless N. Zewdu whose telephone number is (571) 
272-7873. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 am to 5:00 pm.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Corsaro Nick can be reached on (571) 272-7876. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Any inquiry of a general nature relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
2600. 



Melesszewdu ^6ustftu f faje*^ og 

Examiner 
07 July 2006. 



